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REMARKS 



Status of the Application 

Claimsl-5,7-9.1M3,15,l6.18,19and2larecurrentlypending vvithdaimsl n 
and 15 being amended and claims 17 20 27 «nH 9:1 k • ' " 

hp.n« • ^ . ■ ' ^^""8 canceled (the substance thereof 

being introduced into claims land in Asallofth».,« ^ «nceincreot 
.n„i;. • ^® amendments ate ftaiy supported bv the 



Summary of the Final Office Action 

u s c sTmTf cw^ I ^ „.« ^ 35 

Pa,™ M2 ,04 ,„ ,de e, a,. (W) or U.S. P««., 6.457,4.3 « Loccufl„ « a,. 
( Locuffiex ). In entering tlx, rcjecfion, the Offlee Action recites- 

having p Jei^, 'o n""'" "'"^^ 

that the pattide. JtS£dt ".tl?f.t "^" ^^'"''y references teach 

panlCes Of to,, cotnpositio, '^ZZ'l^.^:^;^^^^-:^-'^^' 

See Office Action, p. 4, 

Discussion 

Applicants traverse the obviousness rejection for the following reasons 
AS cuixently constituted, clahn 1 provides a positive working heat-sensitive 
hthographicprintingplateprecursorcomprisingasupporthavingahydroplUlicsurfec^ 
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coating provided on the hydrophilic surfer,. 

developer resistance means- and rd^. - ^^^^^^oper. (c) a 

related ptocess, ' ^ ^ ^ describes a 

average panicle diameter which does not exceed th. th.Vl . . 
.-cles..e.„..i...^^^^^^^^^ 

op.onan.cont.„10-I00n.panic,es)hasathiclcnessofatleast0;^:^ 

receptive layer compnsing colloidal particles (5-100 nm or 100 X 100 ^ 

of at least 0 Wo ^ ■ .rv, A . , * «m or ] 00 X too nm) havmg a thickness 

oiatieastO.l to3 ^xm. ^ water-soluble overcoat layer having a thickness of 0 05 tn A • 

«i~»d «. .ha, a po«-o„ Of a p,.a,i., of *e ,pac.pan,c.es «.c„. JoJ^rilTof 
.cc.^.a„a».e...oa„o..„fa..pa.o,ea..ce.^^ 

As^e Offlcc AoUon as,e«. Ki-a does no. or «.ch fte clato»d s„bjcc 

r^.Lt » -ch.-.^ U... 
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mKata fails to provide any conflation of an incx^asei. .J 

Perfonnancc. Indeed, when Kit« . ^^^^^ 

Office A«„,„., 6.^ fc, ^ ^.j,, , ■ ^7. Tku^ 

i^ ^^ paroles i^i^ . ^ ^J^^Ztl" " " 

MoKover, du.,kBi,j, camK« be used « a basis ">k-^v« layer. 

~^o._,_r:: ^^^^ 

be used wift reWvely ata.er «.ta.re«pUve Jayers rs.7, T '° 
nusrelafi„„sbipis„„pt^ ■ 

average particle qiV** i. vuauug nas a i,urtace and the 

beyond LtlTo rr^'° "'"""^"^ 
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OBeskilledinthearttouseanypart,cuIar amount of particle, letaloneth. 
by the claims. ITUs leaves tbe particle loading .eachil to S^^^^^ 

Howeve.Kitawoul..o«vateone^Ue.i„:ea.^J^^.^^^^^^ 

the extent one assumes that th^.er.f °«seyuOmg/m ofpatticles. Thus.to 

I'd- all ofthe foregoing reasons. Applicants submit that the asserted nn^v • • 

-proper, and tl^t even ifone assumes the combination isprop!^^^^^^^^^^ 
not provided thereby absent hindsight. ^ 

Conclusion 

Respectfully submitted. 



Date: October 5, 2006 
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